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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 3/10/2010 has been entered. 

Status of Claims 

2. Applicant's reply filed on 3/10/2010 is acknowledged. Current pending claims are 1-2, 5, 
8-10, and 13. Claims 3-4, 6-7, 1 1-12, and 14-19 have been cancelled. Claim 1 is amended. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments, filed 3/10/2010, have been considered. The applicant's 
arguments with respect to the claims are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection 
(necessitated by amendment). The claim objections are withdrawn in view of the re-formatted 
claims. The 1 12, second paragraph, rejection of claim 1 is maintained since the structural 
features of the connecting portion are not clearly claimed by the applicant. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 8 objected to because of the following informalities: the claim status is 
(Previously Presented) and not (Presently Amended). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The structure of the "connecting portion" is not understood. Note: this appears to be 
critical to the applicant's invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-2, 5, 8-10, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sassone (German Patent Publication No. DEI 9650861) in view of Riller et al. (German 
Patent Publication No. 3728608). 

9. Sassone teaches an aqua stopping device (1 A) for a washing device having a valve body 
(valve housing 2A) including a passage (conduit 3A) formed within. Valves (solenoid valve 4a) 
are aligned to open and close the passage. A signal wire (electrical cable 21 A) is connected to a 
terminal of the valves. A connecting wire (terminal ends 37) is connected to the signal wire and 
extends outward a predetermined distance. A connecting portion (near 37) is provided at a 
portion connecting the signal wire (electrical cable 21 A) to the connecting wire (terminal ends 
37) - where the wires are connected, Fig. 4. A "filler" (coat body 30) encloses the connecting 
portion. A connecting tube (3 A) is attached to a lower portion of the valve body for passing 
wash water there through. An outer tube (element 33) is disposed around an exterior of the 
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connecting tube for enclosing the connecting tube. The thermoplastic material of the filler (30) 
is injection molded — see English machine translation. 

10. Sassone does not teach that an empty outer case and the filler and that the "inner case" is 
the positioned the filler, however, Riller et al. teaches outer case which surrounds the inner case 
and is connected to the inner case, Fig. 2. The device of Riller et al. has an empty space formed 
between the outer case and "inner case" (inner case surrounds the electrical components - 
connection). It can be seen in the Figure that the inner case and outer case are isolated - note the 
bold outline of the "inner case". It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Sassone with Riller et al. to create a wash-stopping device 
which had room to install additional components as needed inside the outer case to achieve the 
expected result and to connect the inner to outer case to improve stability to achieve the expected 
result. As a result, the use of "filler" at only the connecting portions would increase the amount 
of space inside the modified device to achieve the expected result of having additional room for 
more components. The positioning of the "filler" away from the valves is arbitrary and not 
critical. 

1 1 . Sassone, as modified by Riller, above, does not teach that the valves are in the "empty" 
outer case and the connecting portion in the "filled" inner case (that they are partitioned into 
modules) ; however, it has been held that making elements separable, absent any showing of 
criticality, is not patentable {In re Dulberg 129 USPQ 148). The combination of Sassone, as 
modified by Riller, appears to function in the same way as the claimed invention and no 
criticality has been demonstrated by the applicant's design. The applicant has shown no 
criticality for this design feature. It would have been obvious to modify Sassone, as modified by 
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Riller, above, since the device would operate the same and would not be patentably distinct. 
Further, the "inner case" of the invention is merely a wall which forms a volume acting as a mold 
for the injection molding of the filler. The "filler" need not be injected but merely present to 
encapsulate the electrical wire. 

12. Claims 1-2, 5, 8-10, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gumm et al. (EP Patent Publication No. EP0293031) in view of Sassone (German Patent 
Publication No. DE19650861). 

13. Gumm et al. teaches an aqua stopping device for a washing device having a valve body 
including a passage (conduit 3 A) formed within. Valves (21, 22) are aligned to open and close 
the passage. Signal wires (27) are connected to a terminal of the valves. A connecting tube (23) 
is attached to a lower portion of the valve body for passing wash water there through. An outer 
tube (24) is disposed around an exterior of the connecting tube for enclosing the connecting tube, 
see Fig. 2, inserted into text, below. 
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been held that an obvious choice in design is not patentable (In re Kuhle 188 USPQ 7). It would 
have been obvious to use one wire (27) to conserve materials - electrical wire. Obviously, the 
closer to the solenoid terminals - the more wire is conserved. This introduces one problem; 
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however, which is preventing liquid from contacting the wires. Once again, it is well known by 
Sassone to use injection molded plastic "filler" to insulate and waterproof the electrical split. 
Utilizing the minimum of needed "filler" would place it at the split area only. It would have 
been obvi 

15. This leads to the inventive feature of the applicant's — inner case. Gumm et al. as 
modified by Sassone et al. does not teach an inner case; however, the applicant has not 
established any criticality to the feature. It appears to be an artifact from the manufacturing 
process used to install the filler and is not relevant in the final product. The combination of 
Gumm as modified by Sassone, as modified above, appears to function in the same way as the 
claimed invention and no criticality has been demonstrated by the applicant's design. The 
applicant has shown no criticality for this design feature. Further, the "inner case" of the 
invention is merely a wall which forms a volume acting as a mold for the injection molding of 
the filler. The "filler" need not be injected but merely present to encapsulate the electrical wire. 

Conclusion 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JASON P. RIGGLEMAN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
5935. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Barr can be reached on 571-272-1414. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Michael Barr/ Jason P Riggleman 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1711 Examiner 

Art Unit 1711 

/J. P. R./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 1711 



